Remarks 

f V' 1 f 

amen'imena jsiJ a"; ,-mrar:\ i^u ;<.as. heroin a;vrai\ J., ;vt ma\\m< ..- ? ;ow matar, 

* ^ s , t , 

- -\ v w U OK u 

x f ! ' <. ! * v n ^ w + v i i > \ h < i. i t 1 

Claim 1 and the , ^ \ v ^ v > ^ . vm > < \ ] u u io more 

' ! •> ^ < , < h \n 

k^guudina i-f-or \ uiJ ki lK i < < \k <h <n 

ihe \s ill p- n~n s 

l^t*^ ^ Sy|»tt»»ber3ft. 2M9 

I i<- bnea v. *>m r aa , } ,v ° 5 1 k«.n n um<u * but <1 o j, i puauk a 

e«\ v o «» n kH.t m Njusestcd by the Office to obviate ihe standing rejections. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the Office supplement the Interview Summary with a 
' ^ i mends < I k ink t hat ail 

of Hi mk\ v performed m writing. 1 

Claims 1,3-14, and 21 > stand reject s , , 
l\S <\ < I a:. sco>>ne aa;igraph. 

I ^ ^ { h , * ovvd J a a . \\ v i 1 * "fberc is no antecedent basis for "the surface* of 
oa-J enJ oi'thu hn V s p , c > d t \ kite ihe 

^ f v <. v v i s s a. i i b < in ! 

t < v , ^ 1 ^ x< i v v ( „ v 0% ' Kj'i. a 

\»" s< s ! v v, v , v i > i i a- ! -\ , ra> 

U ns denej s „ erefron s s sew af ihe present c yin * <. <. 1 a s 

s 3? CFR ?.2. 
Office \ctkM, pg. ::, 
? Office Actio®, pg. 2. 
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Sstai ejected under Section 02(b) as lieged bei dpatc 
Nil (U.S. Pat. No. 4,938,611). 

Qaiffii 

second emJ . . . wherein the second end includes an irmer surface having a h oie formed 

iks st Lost U< cn •* iui s 
» !t sv. p . mn' vKi . is vlose the liner 234 havii the hole 268 ned 
m the bottom 266; 



FIG.. 2 
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FIG. 3 
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HG $ of No is marked ip above to denote the 5 o * v ,* \ t.t 

> 5 i 5 ! ^ \ XV < * i < 5 \ ( i h ^ > 5 t 

< < second end 

the liner.. „ However, claim .1 as pros <nsK enkd u k *, «« < ?«/ 

y ! v m I co a?t s - khk < om^r- \k t se; N t > 

mo fa-ec docs no a\> 5 v> pteuou h 

presented claim ; ; Nii's -inner •;<•:; <•..<•' ddmes a bole but does not hove a hole formed 
through it. 

Vopheam \v; fillet cornpk otion on the merits he exam 
compete w Uue< kc{ 10 1 f pau iuihilit> of the invenivn as ejaousa) ^pplit ant :us 
shov>n, v\ i < ii 1 < 5 . u 0* s \< > on res up nthetma 

! t au ku o \,pu 1 ) 

N - > ! d < * s ho >;eudiec o remove he s$u« xl ik tate 

^ >HU ^ < v.. i 1 u ; - , ot > rc> iOim^ul 

^ ^' > • ' < 1> v \ !v t t p u , \p .1 < t 

o>v t . ' < •, i t ^hnil Mi 

claims depending i herefrom, m view oflhe elan tying amendments. 

i - - \ ! 

Claims L 3, f<. 9- 14, and ~l ~J staa : ^oeevd as oikpeON ixong nopmemable over 
Usui (I S Pat No. 5,924,798) in .light of Nil 

04( * m ; 



Aa discussed above for the Section i 02 rejection over Nit claim I as previously 
pn seated res ited 6 . im ^ « r&e //??er ?>? f a ?< < • ma end. h fe?m>3 .o'.v 

is\c -ae\e v - - n.a i si ■ Ja.Jo<.es iinof t5hj; 
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SLEEVE MACHINING 
(CUTTING) 

PIG. 3(c) of Usui is marked up above to denote the "inner surface'' of the liner in 
o! > t ttur-Mk O <.e >i o *»c v ;ii>n, because claim 1 as previously presented also 
i 1 n Krrtinem pari in shaft i nfigured to roiak < < / ;/;< second enc? of 
the liner. ... The skilled artisan readily recognizes that Usui's "inner surface" does not have 

-. it in k \u I \t)s ti'k' s„!icko 

a hole but does not have a hole formed through it. 

v \ a ! town, * thoui rebuttal by the Office, that it was entitled to a 
complete action on the .merits; "the examination shall be compl ete with re spect. . to the 
; \a> o jh! \ of the < ^ ^ .. . ^ , above me OMkeA examination 

1 > t - ' - ^ i v Mde; s;l of ihv eblme-. 1 

UN \ i S < ! * s > V { \ , o j 

above to remove the issue and facilitate progress on the merits. Applicant respectfully 
v }Us ^ , st. i l s v ^ v 5 i A \ a i t c 

idingiherofvso in *n > -ah na intendments. 

b ': ■ 'iMhslMU ! ,3 t aotl fr-S 

CLnns i v c c > - ,> , i ur Hna'ka 

■ t s F, \»> ' - - - M\u 
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< - IheOihec MtVf[Fo ( . inn Kih-i M U , ^ 

liner (12): 

F I & . J 
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FIG. 1 ofTanaka is marked up above to denote the inner surface of the liner in 
accordance with the Office's interpretation, because claim 1 as previously presented also 
featured in pertinent pari ;/?.■;■: anal coatha<reJ to rotate o n th e surface of the seatmtend of 
the < .... The v> v< , vi, nwhh ux „ ih.it 1 1 { j , , "inner ,h<t - not 

' \ * > a b\ previously presented claim ! ; Like Nii and 
o; U:un;:V vnv *jrM ' . \ s . a liole bat does not ha\ e v ho s n o 

l - « Vim . < o ip v 'c u K ■} u< tiu \<«»i» m 

?x tM v »tvi M m As 

Ushna u< c ! -nies \\ m d v v ;n, j k\ai ion s pgfe n h is >\vxMule^ asnended the 

chums onhms; c e , - diseased urvw U> >e i >< c iho is*ue aad hn d .v.. pro>av* on 

the merits. Applicant respectftdly requests reconsideration and withdi awaf ol the n eetion 
of claim i and the claims depending ihcrciVom in view of the clarifying v ^ v \s 
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.£ikigJil3y.O. Claims 4 «ad5 

1 5 \, ^ 4 : - St U „ v , as , J i I v g \ t U \ t i > J , }| 

s - 1 v ; 2} I itcomb ia- k :o cure the dekeiersay of kanaka and Nii regarding the rejection 

O k 1 > f ^ ^v. , so < x \ Sv i ( v K „ vK k( a{ t 

iks? jk i , , , x > ^ - >e tl t , n 

v v<e v \ > « os , v ^ s > x , , N I ! t k{ v o\ 

of claims 4 and 5, 

bSMOjfj 

his Is a con etc i ^ > the Ad\ on v on m ed Octob< 2( f! 
respeek er< esis passage { u I eiaims to issuance. 
Applicant has also submitted herewith a .request fortelrprh - nit mow u J- r 
has mgnn c wed sh s Response, the Office determines that any of the claims are not in 
- k tor a! n iKt rhe presently requested interview is necessary and appropriate m 
view of the pjouaeted prosecution history to best facilitate progress on the merits and to 
resolve, if necessary, any issues remaining unresolved by ihk Response, 

v v N <. - i , >n i t k. s > %i \ n U s <?n i t 

concerning this response or anything else concerning this ease, 

hh - > f b submitted, 

k : , k\ k, McCarthy / 

Mc( e \ * ?\\ Group 

5k: Norfluxosi \T Sheet 

* k. *,a* > Nkhe- v 0* 



